Page 2
US 20 Glacier Shadow Pass Study

Most of the existing trucks that travel U.S. Route 20 are unable to maintain their
speed up the many steep grades. This may cause motorists lo attempl lo pass in
areas where it is unsafe. The size ul lhe trucks, campers, anc vehicles pulling
trailers makes it difficult for vehich g them to see up g curves, hills,
intersections, and oncoming traffic. A new fmaswsy with its retaﬂveiy flat grades
and elimination of confiict points, will provide the safest mode of travel for all
wvehicles.

The proposed project alone will not induce lnduslnal development ln the project
area. There are many factors that busk when ch g a location
for @ move or expansion. Some of these factors are related lo the trampnrtalbn
system but others are related to local economic, infrastructure, and political
oondlrﬂom. For example, some specific industries mnght find the pmieot area
of the p Yy o raw i

project could be a factor in smng decisions such that a ra&atrbuﬂon of
dewvelopment within the project area could occur. Currently, however, U.S. Route
20 is not a major truck route, and it is uniikely to attract significant warehousing
facilities or ather major truck traffic generators.

Again, thank you for your input conceming the US 20 project. Your comments will
become a permanent part of the project record. If you have any questions, please
contact Jon McCormick at (815)284-5513.

Sinceraly,

Gregory L. Mounts
District Engineer

P £

By: Ross E. Monk
Engineer of Program Development

Stius 20 freepon galenaIbg/stonaburmer
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The Depariment has found that the Freeway Alternates would address traffic safety
in the prqed.comdorlaammhtﬂghardegraethanwoﬁﬂ\eEmmw
Nhemmsduetﬂmeemdmmdalgrade and the introduction of
gl p The Depanme.ms trafﬁc crash data supports
recent indicating that grad provide a much
greater level of safety than atgrade and sngnaizud inlersections, such as would be
with the C regarding expr
safety would become more and more pertinent in the fulme as local davehnprnant
continues and opportunities for conflicts i increase.

Based on its social, economic, environmental and engineering design studies,
input from the general public and the recommendations of the U.S. Route 20
Mchnuml{madaupdﬁvemnalm&nmampﬁsedofbwl

officials and citizens), the Department has d ined that 2, the Long

Haollow mey wnh the Sourh Simmons Mound variation, is the Praferred

This the prop of i 9

To summarize the findings of the Draft Envi | Impact S

Department has found that compared to the other Build Alternates, Altemate 2:

1. has the leas! ive impact on envi ital resources such as natural
areas and threatened and endangered species;

2. best preserves prime and important farmland while minimi dy travel

fior farm operations and incompatible traffic mixing for farm vehldas

best facilitates the travel and market access needs of the local communities;
ides the best i i growth and d

for communities in the U.S. Rouhe 20 corridor;

generally avoids construction on or near ridge tops, thus making it consistent

with JoDaviess County land-use initiatives;

pravides for the maximum use of existing U.S. Route 20 as a scenic route for

travelers;

7. pport lheS"_‘ Eounly C land-use plan which

o o hw

a i
8. is one of the least costly alternates fo build.

Along with the No-Action Alternative, the Freeway and Expressway Allermnates
were analyzed for potential air quality impacts. The results of the air quality
modeling for the Preferred Nlemm show an insignificant change in air quality over
the Mo-Action Addith levels are still well below National
Ambient Alr Quality Standards, Sm the air l'.|ua||l‘;I modeling indicates that them
will be no significant air quality nrnpacts no are d fo
control vehicle emi This jon is d in the technical reporis
prepared for the project. These are available for review at the IDOT District 2
Office, 818 Depot Avenue, Dixon, lllinois.
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August 20, 2003

Ms, Carrole Collins
321 South Clark Lane
Elizabath, llinois 61028

Dear Ms. Callins:

Thank you for your comments provided as part of the lllincis Depariment of
Transportation's (IDOT's) Public Hearing that was held on June 25, 2003 at
Highland Community College in Freepor, and on June 26, 2003 at the Galena
Convention Center in Galena, for proposed improvements to U.S. Route 20 from
Freeport to Galena. The hearing was held to present the Deparimenl’s planned
improvements to U.S. Routs 20 and to solicit public input. Appmnmalaly 600
people attended the hearing and were

The purpose of the proposed action is to provide a transportation facility that
properly addresses existing and i d syslem deficiencies and seeks lo
improve the safety and efficiency of the transportation syalem This would include

the high level of Irips caused by ] and
recreational activity within the area. The prop imp its will int: te the
needs of travel safety, i d devel t, syslem capaci Y

access, and system continuity.

To meet the transportation needs identified for the US. Roule 20 corridor, the
alternates evaluated were a No-Action Alternative and two Build Altematives, an
expressway and freeway, beth of which would be constructed as four-lane
facilities.

Under the No-Action Altemative, the pmponad pm.scl woulcl nal be constructed or
implemented. Howaver, this would : lete facility. The
MNo-Action Alternalive would not reduce cnngcshon. improve traffic safety, provide
system continuity, improve community access or meet the demands of economic
development and recreational growth in the region,
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Mationalty, lnlurregional truck travel has risen dramatically as the trucking industry
has for an g share of ing since the 1960's. Completion of
major of the i high system in the 1970's provided a large
hmsllolheussdlmd(siou‘amponfmghl Travel by commercial truck has
continued to grow ever since. de(wmunamywalsupedadm

i to grow. noise and air pollution can be expected to grow
mdingly with these normal i h significant | due to the
construction of proposed U.5. Route 20 is highly uniikely.

This truck traffic, primarily local in nature, will be focused along US Route 20 since
Ilisﬂ'semlyma]creast-wmhlgmsyhham Existing U.S. Route 20 was not
designed to Wﬂlhhwﬁuﬁcﬂlhlwmnﬂyhmmwm
trucking industry, and a new fr y would the proj traffic mix
more effectively.

Most of the existing trucks that travel U.S. Roule 20 are unable to maintain their
speed up the many steep grades. This may cause motorists to attempt to pass in
areas where it is unsafe. The size of the trucks, campers, and vehicles pulling
trailers makes it difficult for vehicles following them to see upcoming curves, hills,
intersactions, and oncoming traffic. A new freeway, with its refatively flat grades
andm:;imlnaxim of conflict points, will provide the safest mode of travel for all
vehicles.

The proposed project alone will ncll Induee industrlal dwalnpmenl in the project
area. There are many factors that b a location
for a move or expansion. Some of these faclors are mlaladtnmnlrampnﬂalm
system but others are relaled to local economic, infrastructure, and political
condiions. For example, some specific rmtrm might find the project area
of the p to raw and The

mhdwudbsuhmmdemmmmmetamﬁonof
development within the project area could occur, Currently, however, U.S, Route
20 is not a major truck route, and it is uniikely to attract significant warehousing
facilities or other major truck traffic generators.

Your comment about the effect of the North American Free Trade Agreement on
US 20 will be addlessed after the Department has gathered and thoroughly

y all the p ion related to this issue. At the present time we
are consulting with our Chief Counsel's office, We will provide you with a detailed
explanation of cur findings.

Again, thank you for your input concerning the US 20 project. Your commaents will
become a permanent part of the project record. If you have any questions, please
contact Jon McCormick at (815)284-5513.

Sincerely,

Gregory L. Mounts
District Engineer

J. & pld

By Ross E. Monk

gl of Program D

Stius 20 Freepor galenaiby/coling
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August 20, 2003

Ms. Constance White
221 South Clark Lane
Elizabeth, lincis 61028

Dear Ms. White:

Thank you for your comments provided as part of the Ilinois Department of
Transportation's (IDOT's) Public Hearing that was held on June 25, 2003 at
Highland Community College in Freepart, and on June 26, 2003 at the Galena
Convention Center in Galena, for proposed improvements lo U.S. Route 20 from
Freeport to Galena. The hearing was held to present IDOT's planned
improvements to US 20 and to solicit public inpul. Approximately 800 people
attended the hearing and numerous comments were provided.

The of this d is to provide a transportation facility that
properiy addresses e:nsung and projected system deficiencies and seeks o
improve the safety and efficiency of the transportation system. This would include
ﬂ\ehnghlavsloflnpoaeusedby i ity and ic devel it
within the area. The,, P nts will integ the needs of travel
safety, i d d it syshsm ity ity access, and system
continuity.

Mationally, merregwl trud( travel has risen dramatically as the trucking industry
has d for an ing share of =hipping since the 1960's. Completion of
major seg of the i ighway system in the 1970's provided a large

boost lo the use of trucks lo lransport l:elghL Travel by commercial truck has
continued to grow ever since. Nationwide arterial truck traffic has followed this
trend upward, and U.S. Route 20 within the study limits is no exception. \.I"ehn:h
emissions and traffic d noise iated with

unlikely to s»gmfunlh' increase due solely lo the construction of proposed U S
Route 20.

This truck traffic, primarily local in nature, will be focused along US Route 20 since
it is the only major east-west highway in the area. Existing U.5. Route 20 was not
designed to accommodate the larger trucks that are currently the norm for the
trucking indusiry, and a new freeway would accommodate the projected traffic mix
more effectively.

linois Department of Transportation
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US 20 Glacier Shadow Pass Study — Galena to Freeport

August 20, 2003

Mr. Larry Huttenlocher
2470 South Fahrion Road
Elizabeth, llincis 61028

Dear Mr. Huttenlocher:

Thank you for your comments provided as part of the llinois Department of
Transportation’s Public Hearing that was held on June 25, 2003 al Highland
Community College In Freeport, and on June 26, 2003 at the Galena Convention
Center in Galena, for proposed improvements to U.S. Route 20 from Freeport to
Galena.

The hearing was held to present the Dapal 's planned imp
to U.S. Route 20 and to solicit public input. Applo:nmatelr 600 people attended
the hearing and wera p
The D t has considered your ing the area near

Wood‘bme However, due to overall system beneﬁt and deslgn criteria, the
suggestion has not been implemented.

The purpose of the proposed action Is to provide a transportation facility that
properly addresses exisling and projected system deficiencies and seeks o
improve the safety and efficiency of the transpumunn systnm Thas would include
the high level of tips caused by i and
recreational activity within the area. The pmposed impruvamenls wII mleglale 1he
needs of travel safety, i
access, and system continuity.

L pacity,

To meet the transportation needs identified for the U.S. Route 20 corridor, the
alternates evaluated were a No-Action Alternative and two Build Alternatives, an
expressway and freeway, both of which would be constructed as four-lana

Under the No-Action Altemative, the proposed project would not be constructed or
implemented. However, this would perpetuate a functianally obsolete facility. The
No-Action Alternative would not reduce congestion, improve traffic safety, provide
system continuity, improve community access or meet the demands of economic
development and recreational growth in the region.
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Most of the existing trucks that travel U.S. Route 20 are unable to maintain their
speed up the many steep grades, This may cause motorists to attempt to pass in
areas where it is unsafe. The size ol the trucks, campers, and vehicles pulling
trailers makes it difficult for vehich g them to see g curves, hills,
intersections, and oncoming traffic. A new lranway with its reialwely flat grades
and elimination of conflict points, will provide the safest mode of travel for all
vehicles.

The proposed project alone will not induce industrial development in the project
area. There are many factors that businesses consider when choosing a location
for a move or expansion, Some of these factors are related to the transportation
sysiem but others are related to local economic, infrastructure, and political
cmdiliuns For example, wnespedﬁ:wush-iaamlgmﬁmma“;:ojedma
of the imil

pmhclmdbeafmmmdedsbnsswhlhalareﬂlm"uf
development within the project area could occur. Currently, however, U.S. Route
20 is not a major truck route, and it is unlikely to attract significant warehousing
facilities or other major truck traffic generators.

Again, thank you for your input concerning the US 20 project. Your commaents will
become a permanent part of the project record. If you have any questions, please
contact Jon McCormick at (815)284-5513.

Sincerely,

Gregory L. Mounts
District Engineer

e €14

By: Ross E. Monk
Engineer of Program Development

Stius 20 freepont galonafbgiwhite
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The Department has found that the Freeway Alternates would address traffic safety
lnmempdmmdmwamuchhwmmanmdmwmay
Nmm duuhhammm-gmda and the ion of
The Depart s traffic crash data supports

newm research indicating that grade-separated interchanges provide a much
greater level of safety than al-grade and slgnalznd intersections, suﬁ‘l as would be
tructed with the E
uletywuhbemmmarﬂmapﬁhenllnhﬂ:hmashﬁldwamnl

and for

Based on its social, and ineering design
input from the general public and the recommendations of the U.S. Route 20
Advisory Council (made up of five regional Work Groups comprised of local

officials and citi the D has determined that All 2, the Long
Hollow Freeway with Iha Sol.ﬂh Simmons Mou'\d variation, is the Preferred
This sslact prop of
To summarize the findings of the Draft Envi Impact Stat the
Department has found that compared to the other Build Alternates, Altemate 2:
1. has the least negative impact on such as natural
areas and threatened and endangered species;
2.  best preserves prime and i farmland while minimizing travel

for farm operations and incompatible traffic mixing for farm vehicles;

3. beslfam‘lltalae the travel and market access needs of the local communities;

4, the best y to growth and development
for communities in the U.S, wae!ﬂwrﬁdor

5. generally avoids construction on or near ridge tops, thus making it consistent
with JoDaviess County land-use initiatives;

6. provides for the maximum use of existing U.S. Route 20 as a scenic route for
travelers;

T PP the St County C hansive land-use plan which

recommends a four-lane freeway; and
8. is one of the least costly altemates to build.

Again, thank you for your input concerning the US 20 project. Your comments will
become a permanent part of the project record. If you have any questions, please
contact Jon McCormick at (815)284-5513.

Sincerely,

Gregory L. Mounts
District Engineer

. € d

By: Ross E. Monk
Engineer of Program Development

Stfus 20 freeport galenabghutteniocher




lllinois W of Transportation
Division of Hig 1 Di

819 Depot Avenue / Dixon, lllincis / 61021-3500
Telephone 815/284-2271

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT

Studies & Plans

FAP Route 301 (US 20)

Section 43-1, -2, -3, 4, -5 & 1771

JoDaviess and Stephenson Counties

Job No. P-92-004-92

US 20 Glacler Shadow Pass Study — Galena to Freeport

August 20, 2003

Mr. Michael Stancato
1 Heatherdowns
Galena, llincis 61036

Dear Mr. Stancato:

Thank you for your commenis provided as part of the llincls Department of
Transportation's Public Hearing that was held on June 25 2003 at Highland
Community College in Freeport, and on June 26, 2003 at the Galena Convention
Center in Galena, for proposed improvements to U.S. Route 20 from Freeport Iu

Galena. The hearing was held to present the Dep 's planned i
to U.5. Route 20 and to solicit public input. Appmxtnataly 600 panp!e attended
the hearing and C wera provid

You expressed concemn about deer and other wildiife having to cross either the
new or the old US 20 in the Tapley Woods area. Animal hits account for a large
number of accidents along existing US 20. The limited sight distances that
currently exist restrict driver’s reaction time. With the high volume of traffic on US
20, defensive maneuvers lo avoid hitting an animal can contribute to vehicles
leaving the roadway. Even though the proposed freeway has an increased speed
limit, its greater open expanse, wider pavement, and lack of opposing traffic an
adjacent lanes will give the individual moterist greater time to react and oppartunity
to manauver once an animal enters the roadway.

In addition, innovative designs will be incorporated to greatly reduce barmiers to
wildlife movement. Four culverts in the Tapley woods area will be widened to allow
wildiife movement along stream cormridors. Additional culverts, not associated with
drainage, will be added in fill areas near Tapley Woods. These will pass
compietely below the freeway, have high fencing to funnel wildlife in, and provide
ambient light, a critical factor for usage of wildlife underpasses.

The purpose of the proposed action is to provide a transportation facility that
properly addresses existing and projected system deficiencies and seeks to
improve the safety and efficiency of the lransporlnhm sys!erll Thls wuuld |nclude
the high level of trips caused by i ] f
recreational activity within the area. The proposed imp ts will integ) ths
needs of travel safety, i d development, system i
access, and system continuity.

Page 3
US 20 Glacier Shadow Pass Study

The U.S. 20 Advisory Council, made up of five Work Groups comprised of local

citizens and officials, also that the Dep provide special
signage along the Preferred Altemate for Inunsm features, design aesthetically

such as ing walls and bﬂdges and plant trees and
vegetation to enhance views. The | i Al both the

JoDaviess and Stephenson County land-use pl.ans by avoiding ridgetop
construction to a large degree.

Mationally, interregicnal lru:k travel has nsen dramatically as the trucking industry
has for an i g share of since the 1960's. Completion of
major ts of the | system in the 1870°s provided a large
m‘mmuudm-mwmmmm Travel by commercial truck has
continued to grow ever since. Nationwide arterial truck traffic has followed this
trend upward, and u.s. Roula 20 within the s!u‘jy limits is no exception, Vah.lele
emissions and traffic g d noise d with i
unlikely to sngm‘l'ﬂrlﬂy increase due solely to the construction of proposed U s,
Route 20.

This truck traffie, primarily local in nature, will be focused along US Route 20 since
it is the only major east-west highway in the area. Existing U.S. Route 20 was nol
designed to accommodate the larger trucks that are currently the norm for the
trucking industry, and a new freeway would accommodate the projected traffic mix
more affectivaly.

Most of the existing trucks that travel U.S. Route 20 are unable to maintain their
speed up the many steep grades. This may cause motorists to attempt to pass in
areas where it is unsafe. The size of the trucks, campers, and vehicles pulling
trailers makes it difficult for vehicles ing them to see ing curvas, hills,
intersections, and oncoming traffic. A new freeway, with its relatively flat grades
and elimination of conflict points, will provide the safest mode of travel for all
vehicles.

The proposed project alone will not induce industrial development in the project

area. There are many factors that businesses consider when choosing a location

for a move or expansion. Some of these factors are related o the transportation

system but others are related fo local economic, infrastruclure, and political

condlnons For exampla, some spedﬁc mdusr.rias might fi rnd the project area
of the p The

and
roject could be a factor in sulng dncaslons such that a redistribution of
developmeant within the project area could occur. Cumently, however, U.S. Route
20 is not @ major truck route, and it is unlikely to attract significant warehousing
facilitias or other major truck traffic generators.

Again, thank you for your input concerning the US 20 project. Your comments will
become a permanent part of the project record. If you have any questions, please
contact Jon McCormick at (815)284-5513.

Sincerely,

Gregory L. Mounts
District Engineer

YT

By: Ross E. Monk
Engineer of Program Development
Stius 20 freepont galenalibg/stancalo
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To meet the transportation needs identified for the U.S. Route 20 corridor, the
allemnates evaluated were a No-Action Alternative and two Build Allernatives, an
expressway and freeway, both of which would be constructed as fourdane
Tacilities.

Under lhe No—u!\cbm Allemative, the pmpn:ed prqed wauld not be constructed or
this woul

bsolete facility. The
MNo-Action Ailamalrva would not reduas mngesﬂon‘ improve traffic safety, provide
system i access or meet the demands of economic

development and rvmnahnnal growth in the region.

The Department has found that the Freeway Altemates would address traffic safety
in the project comidor to @ much higher degree than would the Expressway

Alternates, due to the exclusion of at-grade i i and the introduction of
grade The Depart: :Irafﬁccrashda!nsuppom
racent that grad L provide a much

greater level of safety than atﬂl‘&ds and sngnall.zed intersections, such as would be
i with i

safety would become more and mare pertinent in the future as local development
continues and opportunities for conflicts increase.

Based on ifs social, economic, and ing design studies,

input from the general public and the recommendations of the U.S. Route 20

Advisory Council (made up of five regional Work Groups comprised of local

officials and citizens), the Department has determined thal Altemate 2, the Leng

Holuw Freeway with the Snulh Simmens Mound variation, rs the Preferred
This selection the d locations of i

To summarize the findings of the Draft E I Impact it, the
Department has found that compared to the cther Build Alternates, Altemate 2:

1. has the least negative impact on envi | such as natural
areas and threatened and endangered species;
best preserves prime and important farmland while minimizing adverse travel
for farm operations and incompatible traffic mixing for farm vehicles;
best facilitates the travel and market access needs of the local communities;
provides the best opportunity to facilitate iguous growth and
for communities in the U.S. Route 20 corridor;
generally avoids construction on or near ridge tops, thus making it consistent
with JoDaviess County land-use initiatives;
6. provides for the maximum use of existing U.S. Route 20 as a scenic route for

travelers;
7. supports the S County C hensive land-use plan which

iz a four-lane and

8. is one of the least costly alternates to build.

rwop

L

The Visual Impact Analysi luded thal the proposed project, with
landscaping as well as slruciurad and roadway desngn can be constructed to limit
significant, adverse, and long term impacts to the existing aesthetic qualities of the
pm]ect area. Visual impact reduction recommendations as identified in the Draft
tal Impact Sta will be incorp into the final design to ensure
that the proposed highway will ﬁ.mdnon o the natural land: Al
will be employed to enhance the views of the road and views

from the road.
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US 20 Glacier Shadow Pass Study — Galena to Freeport

August 20, 2003

Mr. Jack Zane
325 Winnebago
Galena, flincis 61036

Dear Mr. Zane:

Thank you for your comments provided as part of the llinois Department of
Transportation’s Public Hearing that was held on June 25, 2003 at Highland
Community College in Freeport, and on June 26, 2003 at the Galena Convention
Center in Galena, for proposed Improvements to U.5. RmzufmmFmeportw
Galena. The hearing was held to present the Dep
to U.S. Route 20 and to solicit public input. Appmnmaielympﬁﬂphﬂmmled
the hearing and ts were pi

In your you da about the long response time to
emrgemycaﬂscnlfnprcpesedsaimﬁyl’ass EMS will be contacted in the
Phase Il portion of the Galena By-Pass project to further discuss emergency
BCCESS issUes.

Again, thank you for your input conceming the US 20 project. Your comments will
become a permanent part of the project record. If you have any questions, please
contact Jon McCarmick at (815)284-5513.

Sincerely,

Gregory L. Mounts
District Engineer

Je. £l

By: Ross E. Monk
Engineer of Program Development

Stius 20 full inputizana




IlhmsDeparhnentofTrmspodahon

Division of Highways
819 Depot Msnua.f [ix.m III|r\<'.najl 61021-3500
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PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT

Studies & Plans

FAP Route 301 (US 20)

Section 43-1, -2,-3, 4, -5 &£ 1771

JoDaviess and Stephenson Counties

Job No. P-92-004-92

US 20 Glacier Shadow Pass Study ~ Galena to Freeport

August 20, 2003

Mr. Bruce Hoff
3223 Headquarters Road
Elizabeth, lincis 61028

Dear Mr. Hoff:

Thank you for your comments provided as part of the llinols Department of
Transportation's Public Hearing that was held on June 25, 2003 at Highland
Community College in Freeport, and on June 26, 2003 at the Galena Convention
Cenler in Galena, for proposed improvements to U.S. Roula 20 from Freeport to
Galena. The hearing was held to present the Depart

to U.S. Route 20 and to solicil public input. Apprnxlmalnly 600 paople aﬂanded
the hearing and were

The purpose of the proposed action is lo provide a transportation facility that
properly addresses existing and proj system defi and seeks fo
improve the safety and sﬁmmcy of the trarrupoﬂmlon system. Tllis would include
the high level of trips caused by and

within the area. The prop P will i the needs of travel
safety, | d P system it ity access, and system
continuity.

Thank you for your support of this imp project. Your
comments will become a permanent paﬂoﬂhepmjeclmaord

If you have any questions or need additional inf jon, please contact

Jon McCormick at (815)284-5513.

Sincerely,

Gregory L. Mounts

District Engineer

Je. £ td

By: Ross E. Monk
Engineer of Program Development

Stlus20 Freeport Galenabg/hofl
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norm for the trucking industry, and a new freeway would accommeodate the
projected traffic mix more effectively.

Mast of the existing trucks thal travel U.S. Route 20 are unable to maintain
their speed up the many steep grades. This may cause motorists to atlempt
to pass in areas where it is unsafe. The size of the trucks, campers, and
vehicles pulling trailers makes it difficult for vehicles following them to see
upcoming curves, hills, intersections, and oncoming traffic. A new freeway,
with its relatively flat grades and elimination of conflict points, will provide the
safest mode of travel for all vehicles.

The proposed project alone will not induce industrial dm'ebpmenl in the
project area. There are many factors thal busi

a location for a move or expansion. Son'\col'll‘mlacimmmla‘tedmme
transportation system but others are related to local economic, infrastructure,
and political conditions. For example, some spednc industries might find the
project area ive b of the p o raw fals and markets,
The proposed preject could be a lad.of in siting decisions such that a
redistribution of development within the project area could occur. Currently,
however, U.S. Route 20 is not a major truck route, and it is unlikely to attract
significant warehousing facilities or other major truck traffic generators.

Again, thank you for your input conceming the US 20 project. Your comments
will become a permanent part of the project record. If you have any questions,
please contact Jon McCommick at (815)284-5513.

Sincerely,

Gregory L. Mounts
District Engineer

e £/

Engdneer of Program Development

Sthus20 Freaport Galenaibgasp

llinois Department of Transportation
E'Nl.sion of Highways / District 2

18 Depot Avenue / Dixon, llinois / 61021-3500
Telephone B15/284-2271

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT

Studies & Plans

FAP Route 301 (US 20)

Section 43-1, -2, -3, 4, -5 & 177-1

JoDaviess and Stephenson Counties

Job No. P-92-004-52

US 20 Glacier Shadow Pass Study - Galena to Freeport

August 20, 2003

Mr. Charles Asp
4 Porter Hom Gap
Galena, lllinols 61036

Dear Mr. Asp:

Thank you for your comments provided as part of the lllinois Department of
Transportation's (IDOT's) Public Hearing that was held on June 25, 2003 at
Highland Community College in Freeport, and on June 26, 2003 at the Galena
Convention Center in Galena, for proposed improvements to U.S. Route 20
(US 20) from Freeport to Galena. The hearing was held to present IDOT's
planned improvements to US 20 and to solicit public input. Appm:lfmbely 600
people attended the hearing and [ Were provi

The purpose of this proposed highway is to provide a transportation facility
that properly addresses existing and projected system deficiencies and seeks
mlmmhnh&yandemﬂmehnsmmnsm Thlswould

include the high level of trips caused by | g and
development within the area. The p P will i the
needs of travel safety, i o 1. system i ity

access, and system continuity.

Nationally, interregional truck travel has risen dramatically as the ftrucking
industry has for an i ing share of shipping since the 1960's.
Cs of major seg) of the i highway system in the 1970's
provided a large boost to the use of trucks to transporl freight. Travel by
commercial truck has continued to grow ever since. Nationwide arterial truck
traffic has followed this trend upward, and U.S. Route 20 within the study limits
isno ion. Vehicle emissions and traffic noise iated with
interstale commerce are unlikely lo significantly increase due solely to the
construction of proposed U.S, Route 20.

This truck traffic, primarily local in nature, will be focused along US Route 20
since it is the only major east-west highway in the area, Existing U.S. Route
20 was nol designed to accommodate the larger trucks that are cumenily the

muﬁ”epm of Transportation

trict 2
818 Depot Avenue | Dixon, lllincis / 61021-3500
Telephone 815/284-2271

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT

Studies & Plans

FAP Route 301 (US 20)

Section 43-1, -2, -3, -4, -5 & 177-1

JoDaviess and Stephenson Counties .
Job No. P-92-004-92

US 20 Glacier Shadow Pass Study — Galena to Freeport

August 20, 2003

Ms. Ann Holingworth
300 Park Avenue
Galena, lllincis 61036

Dear Ms. Holingworth:

Thank you for your comments provided as part of the Ilinois Department of
Transportation’s Public Hearing that was held on June 25, 2003 at Highland
Community Callege in Freeport, and on June 26, 2003 at the Galena Convention
Center in Galena, for proposed improvements to U.S. Route 20 from Freepor to
Galena. The hearing was held to present the Department’s planned improvements
to U.S. Route 20 and fo solicit public inpul. Approximately 600 people attended
the hearing and ware p

The purpose of the proposed action is to provide a transportation facility that
properly addresses existing and projected system deficiencies and seeks lo

improve the safety and efficiency of the nnsportamn ays:am This wmtd include

lhehbhlevulnﬂnpsmusedby g

within the area. The prop ts will the needs of travel

i L syslnm it ity access, and systam

Thank you for your support of this important highway improvement project. Your
will b ap part of the project record.

If you have ot need additional i ion, please cantact
Jon McGormick at {515}234 -5513.

Sincerely,

Gregory L. Mounts
District Engineer

P £ d -

By: Ross E. Monk
Engineer of Program Development

SUus20 Freeport Galenatbgholingworth




llinois Department of Transportation
Dot Asamse) Dixon, lieis  61021-3500

Telephone 815/284-2271

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT

Studies & Plans

FAP Roule 301 (US 20)

Section 43-1, -2, -3, 4, -5 & 1771

JoDaviess and Stephenson Counties

Job No. P-82-004-92

US 20 Glacier Shadow Pass Study — Galena to Freeport

August 20, 2003

Mr. Jim Schlichting
415 West Columbia Avenue
Stackion, linois 61085

Dear Mr. Schiichting:

Thank you for your comments provided as part of the llinois Department of
Transportation's Public Hearing that was held on June 25, 2003 at Highland
Community College in Freeport, and on June 25, 2003 at the Galena Convention
Center in Galena, for proposed Improvements to U.S. Route 20 from Freeport to
Galena. The hearing was held to present the Department’s planned improvements
to U.S. Route 20 and to solicit public input. Appmmn'ualely 600 people attended
the hearing and were pi

Trapwposeofthepmposedadmlstopfwldeaumspmumfwnymal
properly addresses existing and ystem def ies and seeks to
improve the safety and efficiency of the lranspoﬂaﬂun system. Thls would include
the high level of trips caused br and

within the area. The prop will i the needs of travel
safety, d d s)rslem P access, and system
continuity.

Thank you for your support of this project. Your

comments will become a permanent parl nllhepm;euraoord

If you have any questions or need additional information, please conlact
Jon McCaormick at (815)284-5513.

Sincerely,

Gregory L. Mounis
District Engineer

o it

By: Ross E. Monk
Engineer of Program Development

Stus20 Fraeport Galena/bg/schlichiing
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IDOT is currently ing a feasibility study reg: g the location of an

detailed explanation of our findings when the study is completed.

Again, thank you for your input conceming the US 20 project. Your comments will
become a permanent part of the project record. If you have any questions, please
contact Jon McCormick at (815)284-5513.

Sincaraly, °

Gregory L. Mounts
District Engineer

o £ pld

By: Ross E. Monk
Engineer of Program Development

Stus 20 freeport galenaibgboho

linois Department of Transportation
Division of Highways | District 2
819 Depot Avenue [ Dixen, [linols [ 51021-3500

Telephone 815/284-2271

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT

Studies & Plans

FAP Route 301 {(US 20)

Seclion 43-1, -2, -3, 4, -5 81771

JoDaviess and Stephenson Counties

Job No, P-92-004-92

US 20 Glacier Shadow Pass Study — Galena o Freepor

August 20, 2003

Mr. James Boho
1644 South Blackjack Road
Galena, llincis 61036

Dear Mr. Boho:

Thank you for your comments provided as part of the llincis Department of
Transportation's (IDOT's) Public Hearing that was held on June 25, 2003 at
Hightand Community College in Freeport, and on June 26, 2003 at the Galena
Convention Center in Galena, for proposed improvements to U.S. Route 20 from
Freeport to Galena. The hearing was heid o present the Depariment’s planned
improvements to U.S. Route 20 and to solicit public inpul  Approximately 600

peopla attended the hearing and were p

The purpose of this proposed highway is 1o pmwda a transportation facility that
property addresses existing and p system deficiencies and seeks fo

improve the safety and efficiency of ‘the lrsnsportallon system. ‘I'hls wuuld include

the high level of trips caused by and

within the area. The 1 impi will i the needs of travel

safety, p system cap ity access, and syslem

continuity.

In your comments you expressed a concem that any lighting that might be needed
on this project should not interfere with viewing the night skies. An analysis of
roadway lighting indicates that full interchange lighting is not warranted at any
interchange location. Only partial lighting at the ramp terminals and gore areas will
be installed at each location. Lighting for mainline and sideroad bridges would also
be proposed. The District has recently avoided using the 80-150 fool high mast
arm towers. Therefore, the partial lighting would consist of the 40 foot (+/-} pole
lighting that has been found to be more economical and easier to maintain. Full-
cutcff lights are a possible solution to avoid spillover of light unlo adjacent areas
because they are designed to direct light only to the locations where it is needed,
thus minimizing fight poliution. The Department of Transportation will commit to
using a type of lighting that will mi light peliution and uplighting along this
project.

Iu% De?atmem of Transportation

District 2
818 Depot Avenue | Dixon, Illinois / §1021-3500
Telephone B15/284-2271

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT

Studies & Plans

FAP Route 301 (US 20)

Section 43-1, -2,-3, 4, -5 & 177-1

JoDaviess and Stephenson Counties

Job No. P-92-004-92

US 20 Glacier Shadow Pass Study — Galena to Freeport

August 20, 2003

Mr. Tag Chapman
5495 Route 20 West
Galena, llinois 61036

Dear Mr. Chapman:

Thank you for your comments provided as part of the llincis Department of
Transporiation’s Public Hearing that was held on June 25, 2003 at Highland
Community College in Freepart, and on June 26, 2003 at the Galena Convention
Centter in Galena, for proposed improvements to U.S. Rm 20 fmm Freaport to
Galena. The hearing was held to present the Dy

to U.S. Route 20 and to solicit public input, apprwumahaty 600 peoplc attended
the hearing and were

In your comments, you stated a that the proposed truction would
deny you access to your property. We acknowledge thal your existing access will
be closed. The Department of Transporiation proposes to analyze various options
1o provide access lo your properly from Devil's Ladder Road. Our office will
contact you regarding the status of your concemn.

Again, thank you for your input concerning the US 20 project. Your comments will
become a permanent part of the project record. If you have any questions, please
contact Jon McCormick at (815)284-5513,

Sincerely,

Gregory L. Mounts
District Engineer

o & old

By: Ross E. Monk
Engineer of Program Development

Stlus 20 freeport galenaffull inputichapman




mPepjrtnemmTransportation

strict 2
818 Depot Avenue | Dixon, Ilinois / §1021-3500
Telephone 815/284-2271

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT

Studies & Plans

FAP Route 301 (US 20)

Section 43-1, -2, -3, 4,-5 & 177-1

JoDaviess and Stephenson Counties

Job No. P-92-004-92

US 20 Glacier Shadow Pass Study — Galena to Freeport

August 20, 2003

Mr. William Barrick
2862 South Irish Hollow Road
Hanover, lilinois 61041

Dear Mr, Barrick:

Thank you for your comments provided as part of the llinois Department of
Transportation’s (IDOT's) Public Hearing that was held on June 25, 2003 at
Highland Community College in Freeport, and on June 28, 2003 at the Galena
Convention Center in Galena, for proposed improvements to U.S. Route 20 (US
20) from Freeport to Galena. The hearing was held to present IDOT's planned

improvements to US 20 and to solicit publlc inpul. Approximately 600 pecple
attended the hearing and were

The of this proposed high is to provide a transportation facility that
properly addresses existing and projected system deficiencies and seeks to
improve the safety and efficiency of the transportation system. ‘I'hswm.lldmdude

the high level of trips caused by Incmasmg ity and

within the area. The p \anI the needs of lnlvel
safety, | d d syslem pacity, ity access, and system
continuity.

Mationally, lrlterregnunal truck travel has rlsen &amalk:a]ly as the trucking industry
has d for an i ing share of shipping since the 1960's. Completion of
major of the i highway system in the 1970's provided a large
boost to the use of trucks to transport Inelghl, Travel by commercial truck has
continued to grow ever since. Nationwide arterial truck traffic has followed this
trend upward, and U.S. Route 20 within the stucly limits is no exception, Vehicle
emissions and traffic d noise d with i are
unlikely to significantly increase due solely to the construction of proposed U.S.
Route 20.

This truck traffic, primarily local in nature, will be focused along US Route 20 since
it is the only major east-wesl highway in the area. Existing U.S. Route 20 was not
designed lo accommodate the larger trucks that are currenlly the nomm for the
trucking industry, and a new freeway would accommeodate the projected traffic mix
more effectively.

Division of Highways | Di
819 Depol Avenue / Dxon, lllnols 161021-3500

Telephone 815/284-2271

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT

Studies & Plans

FAP Route 301 (US 20)

Section 43-1, -2, -3, 4, -5 & 1771

JoDaviess and Staphenson Counties

Job No. P-92-004-92 ¥

US 20 Glacier Shadow Pass Study — Galena to Freeport

August 20, 2003

Elizabeth, llinols 61028
Dear Ms. Lieberman:

Thank you for your comments provided as part of the llinois Department of
Transportation’s Public Hearing that was held on June 25, 2003 at Highland
Community College in Freeport, and on June 26, 2003 al the Galena Convention
Center in Galena, for proposed improvements to U.S. Route 20 from Freeport to
Galena. The hearing was held to present the Depariment’s planned improvemeanis
to U.S. Route 20 and to solicit public input. Appmudmamly 600 people attended
the hearing and were

The purpase of the proposed action is lo provide a transportation facility that
properly addresses existing and projected system deficiencies and seeks lo
improve the safety and efficiency of the Iransportation syslarn This would include
the high level of trips caused by i and
recreational activity within the area.. Thepropnsed improvements w:I integrate Ihe
needs of travel safety, i system

access, and system continuity.

To meet the transporation needs identified for the U.S. Route 20 comidor, the
alternates evaluated were a No-Action Altemative and two Bulld Alternatives, an
exprassway and freeway, both of which would be constructed as four-lane
facilities.

Undet 1he Nn—Adm Alternative, the proposed projm would not be constructed or

d, this would perp a fur facility. The
No-Action Nlemam would not reduce congestion, mprove traffic safety, provide
systam continuity, improve community access or meet the demands of economic
development and recreational growth in the region.

The Depaﬂrnenl has found that the Freeway Alternates would address traffic safety
in the project comidor lo a much higher dagrea Ihan would the Expressway

due to the exclusion of at-grade i and the ir of
grade-separated i g ‘I'hal",‘ t's traffic crash data suppors
recent h ing that gr provide a much
greater level of safety than al-gmde and sngnaﬁzed Inlersectluns such as would be

Page 2
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Most of the existing trucks that travel LS, Route 20 are unable to maintain their
speed up the many steep grades. This may cause motorists to attempt to pass in
areas where il is unsafe. The size of the trucks, campers, and vehicles pulling
trailers makes it difficult for vehicles following them lo see upcoming curves, hills,
intersections, and oncoming traffic. A new freeway, with its relatively flat grades
and elimination of confiict points, will provide the safest mode of travel for all
vehicles.

The proposed project alone will not lnduce industrial dmlupumnt in the project
area. There are many factors that b g a location
for a move or expansion. Some of these factors are :el-aled to the transpor:abon
system but others are related to local economic, infrastructure, and political
w‘idilwms For example, some specific nduslnes might find the project atea
tive b of the imity to raw and The p
project could be a factor in siling decisions such that a redistribution of
development within the project area could occur. Currently, however, U.S. Route
20 is not a major truck route, and it is unlikely to attract significant warehousing
facilities or other major truck traffic generators.

Your comment about the effect of the North American Free Trade Agmemant on
US 20 will be after the D has g

analyzed all the pertinent information related to this issue. At the prunnl ﬂmn we
are consulting with our Chief Counsel's office. We will provide you with a detailed
explanation of our findings.

Again, thank you for your input conceming the US 20 project. Your comments will
become a parmanent part of the project record. If you have any questions, please
contact Jon McCormick at (815)284-5513,

Sinceraly,

Gregory L. Mounts
District Engineer

Jeo. €0

By: Ross E. Monk
Engineer of Program Development

Stus 20 freepont galanafbo/hamick
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constructed with the E: c
safety would become more and more pertinent in the future as s local dmlcpmenl
continues and opportunities for conflicls increase.

Based on its social, i | and ing design studies,
m.ﬂhumﬂwgeneratpubicandlrumcummendihunsofthe U.S. Route 20
Advisary Council (made up of five regional Work Groups comprised of local
officials and citizens), the Depariment has determined that Alternate 2, the Long
Hoik:meymmlheSmeLmlmvaananon is the Preferred

This selecti the propesed locations of g
To summarize the findings of the Draft il Impact the
Department has found that compared 1o the other Build Alternates, Altemate 2:
1. has the least negali Impadon ital such as natural
areas and and d i
2. best preserves prime and important farmland while i travel
for farm operations and incompatible traffic mixing for farm vehicies;
3. best facilitates the travel and market access needs of the local communities;
4, provides the best opportunity 1o facilitate contiguous growth and develop
for communities in the U.S. Route 20 comidor,
5. generally avoids construction on or near ridge tops, thus making it consistent
with JoDaviess County land-use initiatives;
6. provides for the maximum use of existing U.S. Route 20 as a scenic route for
travelers;
7. supports Ihe h (:oumy Comp 1sive land-use plan which
a four-l and
8. is one of the least costly altemnates to buiid.

Again, thank you for your input concerning the US 20 project. Your comments will
become a permanent part of the project record. If you have any questions, please
contact Jon McCormick at (815)284-5513.

Sincerely,

Gregory L. Mounts
District Engineer

e £t

By: Ross E. Monk
Engineer of Program Development

Stius 20 freepon galenafibglieberman



lliinois Department of Transportation
Division of Highways / District 2

819 Depot Avenue | Dixon, lllincis / 61021-3500

Telephone B15/284-2271

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT

Studies & Plans

FAP Route 301 (US 20)

Section 43-1, -2, -3, 4, -5 & 1771

JoDaviess and Stephenson Counties

Job No. P-92-004-92

US 20 Glacier Shadow Pass Study — Galena to Freeport

August 20, 2003

Mr. Mel Gratton
7914 US Highway 20
Galena, llincis 61036

Dear Mr. Gratton:

Thank you for your comments provided as part of the llinois Department of
Transporation’s (IDOT's) Public Hearing that was held on June 25, 2003 at
Highland Community College in Freeport, and on June 26, 2003 al the Galena
Convention Center in Galena, for proposed improvements to U.S. Route 20 from
Freeport to Galena. The hearing was held to present the Depariment’s planned
improvements to U.S. Route 20 and to solicit public input. Approximately 600
people attended the hearing and were provided

IDOT is cumently conducting a feasibility study regarding the location of an
interchange near the entrance to the Galena Teritory. The presently proposed
interchange is located near Devil's Ladder Road. We will provide you with a
detailed explanation of our findings when the study is completed.

Again, thank you for your inpul conceming the LS 20 project. Your comments will
become a permanent part of the project record. If you have any questions, please
contact Jon McCormick at (815)284-5513.

Sincerely,

Gregory L. Mounts
District Engineer

J £ /M

By: Ross E. Monk
Engineer of Program Development

Stfus 20 glacier shadow study pass/bgigration/mel

Diwision of Highways ! District 2
819 Depot Avenue | Dixon, llinois / 61021-3500
Telephone B15/284-2271

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT

Studies & Plans

FAP Route 301 (US 20)

Section 43-1, -2, -3, 4, -5 & 177-1

JoDaviess and Stephenson Counties

Job No. P-92-004-82 -

US 20 Glacier Shadow Pass Study — Galena to Freeport

August 20, 2003

Ms. Bonnie Garrity
16 Hawthome Lane
Galena, llincis 61036

Dear Ms. Garrity:

Thank you for your comments provided as part of the llinois Department of
Transportation’s (IDOT's) Public Hearing that was held on June 25, 2003 at
Highland Community Collage in Freeport, and on June 26, 2003 al the Galena
Convention Center in Galena, for proposed improvements to U.S. Route 20 from
Freeport fo Galena. The hearing was held to present the Department's planned
improvements to U.S. Route 20 and lo solicit public input. Approximately 600
people attended the hearing and Is were provided.

Your statement in the Public Comment record on June 26, 2003 mentioned
interchange growth. IDOT has strict policies for access along highways
i diately adj; to i hanges. In this specific case, access to existing US
Route 20 will not be allowed within 600 to 700 feet of the interchange ramps.
Additional controls will be placed along the first access roads on each side of the
interchange. Haowever, IDOT does not exercise power 1o restrict access where
traffic operations and safety do not indicate such restrictions to be appropriate.
|IDOT also does not use access conlrol requirements as a means to control local
land use. Regulating urban growth at interchanges and intersections is under the
jurisdiction of the county and/or municipality through zoning ordinances.

In your ts you exp da that any lighting that might be needed
an this project should not interfere with viewing the night skies. An analysis of
dway lighting indi that full ge lighting is not warranted at any

interchange location. Only partial lighting at the ramp terminals and gore areas will
be installed at each location, Lighting for mainline and sidercad bridges would also
be proposed. The District has recently avoided using the 80-150 foot high mast
arm towers. Therafore, the partial lighting would consist of the 40 foot (+/-) pole
lighting that has been found 1o be more economical and easier lo maintain. Full-
culeff lights are a possible solution to avoid spillover of light unlo adjacent areas
because they are designed o direct light only to the locations where it is needed,
thus minimizing light pollution. The Department of Transportation will commit to
using a type of lighting that will minimize light pollution and uplighti g along this
project.

MDepuaﬁmentafTranqaortaﬁon

sirict
813 Depot Avenue | Dixon, |linois / 61021-3500
Telephone 815/284-2271

PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT

Studies & Plans

FAP Route 301 (US 20)

Section 43-1, -2, -3, 4, -5 & 177-1

JoDaviess and Stephenson Counties

Job No. P-92-004-92

US 20 Glacier Shadow Pass Study — Galena to Freeport

August 20, 2003

Mr. Ed DuPlessis
153 North Rocky Hill Road
Galena, liincis 61036

Dear Mr. DuPlessis:

Thank you for your comments provided as part of the llincis Department of
Transportation's Public Hearing that was held on June 25, 2003 at Highland
Community College in Freepor, and on June 26, 2003 at the Galena Convention
Center in Galena, for proposed improvements to U.S. Route 20 from Freeport to
Galena. The hearing was held to present the Department’s planned improvemenis
to U.S. Route 20 and to solicit public input. Approximately 600 people attended
the hearing and were provided

The purpose of the proposed action is o provide a lransportation facility that
properly addresses existing and proj i system jencies and seeks to
improve the safety and efficiency of the transportation system. This would include
the high level of trips caused by increasing community and economic development
within the area. The d imp: ts will the needs of travel
safely, Increased developmenl, system capacity, communily access, and syslem
continuity.

Thank you for your support of this imp P project. Your
its will b ap t part of the project record.

If you have any guestions or need i ion, please contact

Jon McCormick at (815)284-5513.

Sincerely,

Gregory L. Mounts

District Enginear

Je. €1l

By: Ross E. Monk
Engineer of Program Development

Stus20 Freepor Galenabgiduplessis
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In a separale letter to the Department, dated July 8, 2003, you mentioned four
issues that are of a concemn to you. The first and second issues question the
choice of Altemale 2 as the preferred choice. The third issue dealt with
emission/air quality issues. The fourth was a concem for visual impacts on natural
resources. Our resp to these are provided below.

Thapurpmcfﬂnpmposedadimishpmuideauanspodaﬁonfadllymat

addresses existing and proj d system defi ies and seeks lo
improve the safety and efficiency of the transportation system. This would include
the high level of trips caused by i i & ' t and
recreational activity within the area. The p d imp will integ the
needs of travel safety, i d devel t, syslem capacity i
access, and system continuily.

To meel the transportation needs identified for the U.S. Route 20 coridor, the
alternates evaluated were a No-Action Altemative and two Build Allematives, an
expressway and freeway, both of which would be constructed as four-lane
facilities.

Under the No-Action Altermnative, the proposed project would not be constructed or
implemented. Howaver, this would p tuate a fi lly obsolete facility. The
No-Action Altemnative would ot reduce congestion, improve traffic safety, provide
systermn continuity, improve community access or meet the demands of economic
development and recreational growth in the region.

The exp y al tes g iy follow the existing U.S. Route 20 alignment
but incorporate bypasses around towns along the route. Expressways have partial
access control and employ the use of al-grade Intersections. The freeway
alternates would extend from IL Route 84, north of Galena, to Business U.S, Route
20 near Bollon Road, nordhwest of Freeport. Freeways are divided highway
facilities and use interchanges to fully limit access conirol.

The Depariment has found that the Freeway Allernates would address traffic safety
in the project comidor to a much higher degree than would the Expressway
jon of

Alternates, due lo the exclusion of at-grade tions and the
grade-separated interchanges. The Departmenl's lraffic crash data supporis
racent icating that grade d g a much

greater level of safety than at-grade and signalized intersections, such as would be
d with the A C L

safety would become more and more pertinent in the future as bca‘l'developmenl
" 1as for conflics |

Based on its social, L i and engineering design studies,
input from the general public and the recommendations of the U.S. Route 20
Advisory Council (made up of five regional Work Groups comprised of local
officials and citizens), the Department has determined that Allernate 2, the Long
Hollow Freeway with the South Simmons Mound variation, is the Preferred

lection includes the prop ions of i
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Along with the No-Action Alternative, the Freeway and Expressway Allemates
wera analyzed for potential air quality impacts. The results of the air quality

for the Pref d Al ! stmwan change in air quality over
the No-Action Alt Additi il levels are still well below National
Ambient Air Quality Standards., Snoa the air uualhr madeling indicates that thera
will ba no significant air quality impacts, no g are o
control vehicle emissi This inf tion is d in the reports
prepared for the project. These are available for review at the |DOT District 2
Office, 818 Depot Avenue, Dixon, lllincis.

To summarize the findings of the Draft E tal Impact S
Department has found thal compared to the other Build Alternates, Allernate 2:

1. has the least tve impact on envil i such as natural
areas and threatened and eﬂdarlgered speuee

2.  best preserves prime and while mini dh travel
for farm operations and Incompatlble traffic mixing for farm uehicles

3. besl laclhlalas the travel and markn! access needs of the local omrnmulba

4 best opp y o f grawth and d
for communities in the U.S. Route 20 comidor;

5. generally avoids construction on or near ridge tops, thus making it consistent
with JoDaviess County land-use initiatives;

6. provides for the maximum use of existing U.5. Roule 20 as a scenic route for

Irnwalem.
7. County Comprehensive land-use plan which
lewnmunds a fourlana and
8. is one of the least costly altenates o build,
'I'l‘!a\.l"nsu.;allmpar.(‘ lysi duded that the d project, with appropriate
g as well as and iway design, can be constructed to limit
sanﬂ"ranl advame and long term lmpam fo ma enshng aesthetic qualities of the
project area. Visual impact red as identified in the Draft
tal Impact will be incorp d into the final design lo ensure
that the proposed highway will function to il the natural land: All
will be employed to ﬂ'ﬁvmolﬂ\emdsnd\rlm
from the road.

The U.S. 20 Advisory Council, made up of five Work Groups comprised of local
citizens and officials, also recommended that the Department provide special
signage along ma Preferred Altemate for tourism fealures, design aesthetically

g b such as ining walls and bridges, and plant trees and
jon to enh views. The Preferred Altemate also reinforces both the
JoDaviess and Stephenson County land-use plans by avoiding ridgetop
construction to a large degree

lliinois Department of Transportation
Division of Highways | Disiri
819 Depot Avenue | Dixon, 1l|md5f 61021-3500

5/284-22T1
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PROGRAM DEVELOPMENT

Studies & Plans
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Section 43-1,-2,-3, 4, -5 & 1771

JoDaviess and Stephenson Counties
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August 20, 2003

Ms. Trudy Saltenberger
78

ugar Creek
Galena, lllinols 61036
Dear Ms. Saltenberger:

Thank you for your comments provided as parl of the llinois Department of
Transportation's Public Hearing that was held on June 25, 2003 at Highland
Community College in Freeport, and on June 26, 2003 at the Galena Convention
Center in Galena, for proposed improvements to U.S. Ruuhmfrun Freeport tu

Galena. The hearing was heid to present the Dep 's planned
1o U.S. Route 20 and lo solicit public input. Appfmumavely 60O paople attended
the hearing and wara p.

The purpose of the proposed action is to provide a transportation facility that
properly addresses existing and projecled system deficiencies and seeks to
improve the safety and efficiency of the transportation sysmm Ths would include

the high level of trips caused by | t and
recreational activity within the area. The proposed imp will in the
needs of travel safety, i Jevelop system cag ¥

access, and system continuity.

To meet the transporiation needs identified for the U.S. Route 20 coridor, the
altemates evaluated were a No-Action Alternative and two Build Alternatives, an
expressway and freeway, both of which would be constructed as four-lane
facilities.

Under the No-Action Alternative, the proposed project would not be constructed or
implemented. However, this would perpetuate a functionally obsolete facility. The
No-Action Alternative would not reduce congestion, improve traffic safety, provide
system continuity, improve community access or meet the demands of economic
development and recreational growth in the region.

The | lly follow the existing U.S. Route 20 alignment
but incorporate bypasses arocund towns along the route. Expressways have partial
access control and employ the use of al-grade intersections. The freeway
alternates would extend from IL Route 84, north of Galena, to Business U.S. Route
20 near Bolton Road, northwest of Freeport Freeways are divided highway
facilities and use interchanges to fully limit access control,
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n, thank lolynwmpuiwnoamngmuszt!pmpd. Your comments will
&:ﬁm a pewmnl part of the project record. If you have any questions, please
contact Jon McCormick at (815)284-5513.

Sincerely,

Gregory L. Mounts
District Engineer

Je. £/0d

By: Ross E. Monk
Engineer of Program Development

Sijus 20 frecport galenalibg/garity
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The Depariment has found that the Freeway Alternates would address traffic safety

in the project comidor to a much higher degree than would the Expressway
Nmms.duebomeemduslnnofat-gradeu and the introduction of
grade-sep d g The Dep 's traffic crash data supports
recent h indicating that grade-separated i hanges provide a much
greater level of safety than at-grade and signalized i i sw:hasmdbe

constructed with the Exp
safeiy would become more and mo:e pemnnnl ln the future as ml development
and for

Based on ils social, i tal and ineering design studies,
Inpdﬁwmgemmlpﬂmwummmmmdaﬁmsdmusmm
Adv!wyl:oundl{maﬁsupufrwsraghml Work Groups comprised of local

officials and citi the D has determined that Al 2, the Long

Hollow Freeway with lho Soulh Simmons Mound variation, Is the Prefered

Al This the prop g

To summarize the findings of the Draft Envi | Impact Stal . the

Depariment has found that compared to the other Build Allernales, Alternate 2:

1. has the least negative impact on | such as natural
areas and threalened and endannerad spodsa

2. bastp prime and imp while mini d travel
for farm operations and incompatible traffic mixing for farm vehicles;

3. best facilitates the travel and market access r:aeds of tha local communities;

4, i the best rtunity to facilitat growth and P it
for communities in the U.S. Route 20 cormidor;

5. generally avoids construction on or near ridge tops, thus making it consistent
with JoDaviess County land-use initiatives;

6. provides for the maximum use of existing U.S. Route 20 as a scenic route for
lravuleru.

7. supports the Steph County Comprehensive land-use plan which

recommends a four-lane freeway; and
8. is one of the least costly alternates to build.

Again, thank you for your input conceming the US 20 project. Your comments will
become a permanent part of the project record. If you have any questions, please
contact Jon McCormick at (815)284-5513.

Sinceraly,

Gregory L. Mounts
District Engineer

. £l

By: Ross E. Monk
Engineer of Program Development

Stius 20 froeport galenalibp/salientargar
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Along with the No-Action Alternative, the Freeway and Expressway Altemales
were analyzed for polential air quality impacts. The results of the air quality
modeling for the Preferred Alternate show an insignificant change in air quality over
the Mo-Action Alternate. Additionally, poliutant levels are still well below National
Ambient Air Quality Standards. Since the air quality modeling indicates thal there
will be no significant ak quality impacts, no are dlo
control vehicle emi This inf tion s d in the technical
prepared for the project, These are available for review at the IDOT District 2
Office, 819 Depot Avenue, Dixon, lllinois.

To summarize the findings of the Draft Envin tal Impact Stat t, the

Department has found that compared to the other Build Alternates, Alternate 2:

1. has the least ive impact on tal such as natural
areas and Ihmatenbd and endangemd species;

2. best preserves prime and imp while g adverse travel

for farm operations and incompatible traffic mixing for farm vehlcles.
best facilitates the travel and market access needs of the local commumties
provides the best opportunity to facil i growth and
for communities in the U.S. Route 20 corridor;
generally avoids construction on or near ridge tops, thus making it consistent
with JoDaviess County land-use initlatives;
6. provides for the maximum use of existing U.S. Route 20 as a scenic route for
travelers;
7. rs the Steph Comly Comprehensive land-use plan which
ds a four- and
8. s one of the least costly allnmnles to build.

aw

o

The Visual Impact Analysis concluded that the proposed project, with appropriate
ing as well as struclural and h design, can be constructed fo limit
significant, adverse and long term impacts to the exnsﬂng aes!haﬁc qualities of the
project area. Visual impact ified in the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement will be incorporated into \ha final design to ensure
that lhe proposed highway will f\.lncbon o P the natural All
will ba employed lo Ihevmsoflhernadmdvm

from the road.

The U.S. 20 Advisory Council, madel.pnl'ﬁveWorkaups comprised of local
citizens and officials, also D provide special
signage along the Preferred Altemate for tnurlam featuras design aesthetically
pleasing highway features such as relaining walls and bridges, and plant trees and
wvegetation to enhance views. The Preferred Allemnate also reinforces both the
JoDaviess and Stephenson County land-use plans by avoiding ridgetop
construction fo a large degree

Division of Highways /| District 2
818 Depot Avenue | Dmon Ilfincis / 61021-3500

Telephone 815/284-227
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Studies & Plans
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Section 43-1,-2,-3, 4,-5& 177-1

JoDaviess and Stephenson Counties
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US 20 Glacier Shadow Pass Study — Galena to Fraeport

August 20, 2003

Ms. Trudy Saltenberger
7 Sugar Creek
Galena, lifincis 61036

Dear Ms. Saltenberger:

Thank you for your comments provided as parl of the llinois Department of
Transportation's Public Hearing that was held on June 25, 2003 at Highland
Community College in Freeport, and on June 26, 2003 al the Galena Convention

Galena. The hearing was held to present the Dep 's planned
to U.S. Route 20 and to salicit public input. Appmnawyampmphanended
the hearing and ‘were p

The purpose of the proposed action is to provide a transportation facility that
propery addresses existing and projected system deficiencies and seeks lo
improve the safety and efficiency of the transportation ays'nem Thls would include

the high level of trips caused by ] and
mawm\rllyvdﬂ'ﬂntrnma The proposed imp will integrate the
needs of travel safety, d system capacity i

access, and system conlinuity.

To meet the transporiation needs identified for the U.S. Route 20 coridor, the
altermaltes evalualed were a No-Action Alternative and two Build Altemmatives, an
expressway and freeway, both of which would be constructed as four-lane
facilities.

Underme No—ﬁdiunmtemam the pmposed pmiedwould not be constructed or

this would perp lete facility. The
No-MHon Nlemaﬁve would pot reduoe congasﬁon improve traffic safety, provide
system continuity, improve community access or meet the demands of economic
development and recreational growth in the region.

The exprassway altemnates generally follow the existing U.S. Route 20 alignment
but incorparate bypasses around towns along the route. Expressways have partial
access control and employ the use of at-grade inlersections. The freeway
alternates would extend from IL Route 84, north of Galena, to Business U.S. Route
20 near Bolton Road, northwest of Freeport, Freeways are divided highway
facilities and use interchanges to fully limit access control.

Page 4
US 20 Glacier Shadow Pass Study

in, thank you for your input conceming the US 20 project. Your comments will
f?llb.éorm a permanent part of the project record. If you have any questions, please
contact Jon McCormick at (815)284-5513.

Sincerely,

Gregory L. Mounls
District Engineer

Jo £/

By: Ross E. Monk
Engineer of Program Development

Stius 20 freeport galenafbg/garmity
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The Depariment has found that the Freeway Altemates would address traffic safety
inﬂpm]adwuﬁornoamﬂhgherdmelhanmldmewa
.Nlnmatec due wo the exclusion of at-graﬁn intersections and the introduction of
The D t's traffic crash dala supports
nauent research imjac:aﬂng that grade—separalnd interchanges provide a much
grealer level of safety than at-grade and ugnalnznd intersections, such as would be
with the
salﬂywomdheoumemand more psdmnlhlhefuuaaa local development
and for

Based on its social, i gl g design studies,

lnpulﬁomungummlpwllcandhmwmmendaﬂonnofmeuamzn

AdmmCaundl{msdeunomegimleoﬂ&wpswmpﬁsedcfbml

officials and citi the Dep it has that 2, the Long

Hollow Freeway with the South Simmons Mound variation, is the the Preferred
This selection includ " ions of v

To summarize the findings of the Draft Envi tal Impact Staf the

Department has found that compared to the other Build Alternates, Allemate 2

1. has the least negative impact on I such as natural
areas and threalened and andangerbd species;

2. bestp prime and import; ‘while .| travel

for farm operations and incompalible traffic mixing for farm vehicles;

hosl rac:ﬁrlaies the travel and market access needs of the local communities;
p the best ity to facilitate conti growth and d p

for communities in the U.S. Route 20 camidor;

5. generally avoids construction on of near ridge tops, thus making it consistent
with JoDaviess Counly land-use initiatives;

6. provides for the maximum use of existing U.S. Route 20 as a scenic route for
travelers;

7. supports the Steph County Comprehensive land-use plan which

8.

00

recommends a four-lane freeway; and
is ona of the least costly altemnates to build.

Again, thank you for your input concerning the US 20 project. Your comments will
become a permanent part of the project record. If you have any guestions, please
contact Jon McCormick at (815)284-5513.

Sinceraly,

Gregory L. Mounts
District Engineer

Je. &old

By: Ross E. Monk
Engineer of Program Development

Stius 20 lreeport galenabg/salienbenger
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